THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
the very first right of Germany the right to armed
defence, the whole nation responded with fanaticism
and passion. Armaments have not made Germany
more secure. She is less secure to-day than she was
when unarmed, but there is no chance that she will
return to the policy of armlessness or that others will
imitate her successful non-resistance.
This bit of history should convey a profound psy-
chological lesson in connection with the policy of
retreat which Britain has been following and which is
sketched in the next chapter. The defeat of Germany
has not increased the chances of establishing a better
European system, particularly a better system of
general defence. Defeat did not cure her militarism
(any more than it cured the militarism of France in
1871). For a period it seems to have done so, and
might have done so if the Allies had responded to the
mood which marked the first years of the Weimar
Republic by making to that regime the concessions
which later were made to the Hitlerite dictator-
ship.
The fault, if you will, lies with the Allies. Victory
and triumph did not give us wisdom. Why should
we expect that cheaper triumphs, achieved by dic-
tatorship states, will give them wisdom. Why should
we expect in other words that our defeat (for
there may be defeats without war) would give more
secure peace than the defeat of Germany did? That
defeat in our case would have very different psycho-
logical effects, or that the corresponding victory of
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